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DECISION

Th6oma & Sons rqiuesti reconsideration of our decision disffdssing its potest of
thededterminationth1atltis nodr@sponsible by the Depithent of the Navy' under
solicitation No. N62472-94-B-5293, issued as a small business set-aside. We
dismissed the protest because the Small Business Act, 15 U.S.C. § 637(b)(7) (1988),
gives the Small Business Administration (SBA), not our Office, the conclusive
authority to review a contracting officer's determination that a small business is not
responsible,

We deny the request.

On reconsideration, Thomas- & Sonsdoes not challengierth fact that the
nonresonsibility determination is al-atter for SBA. Thomas & Sons instead
compliais that the agency did not adhiere to the regulatory standards for
determining bidder responsibility, and that it was not afforded an opportunity to
respond to the agency's position, and that it was not provided copies of certain
documents.

This does not provide a basis for reconsideration. The only legally cognizable issue
presented by the protest is the validity of the contracting officer's nonresponsibility
determination, and that is for review solely by the SBA under the circumstances
here.

The request for reconsideration is denied.
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